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DETAILED ACTION 



2. 



1. 



This Office Action is in response to the amendment filed 9 June 2006. 
Claims 1, 3, 6, 9 and 10 are pendjftgui this Office Action. 




Response to Amendment 



3. The rejection of claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, 2 n paragraph regarding insufficient 
antecedent basis was addressed and is withdrawn. 

4. The rejection is respectfully maintained as set forth in the last Office Action mailed on 9 
February 2006. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 3, 6, 9 and 10 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive and the old rejection maintained. 



5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



V 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



6. Claims 1, 3, 6, 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Luciani (U.S. 6,331,984) and further in view of Millet et al. (U.S. 6,434,627). 
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Luciani teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a method for distributing 
Network Address Translator (NAT) translation table information among border routers so 
that the border routers can maintain identical NAT translation tables as necessary to forward 
data packets according to the NAT forwarding paradigm (see Abstract). 

7. With respect to claim 1, Luciani teaches a method of translating protocols at a translator 
connected to a first network for transferring data in a first protocol, a second, network for 
transferring data in a second protocol, and a translation server, where an additional translator 
is connected to the first network, second network, and the translation server, the method 
comprising the steps of: 

Detecting an address query for an address of a second terminal accommodated in the 
second network, from a first terminal accommodated in the first network (Luciani, col. 2, 
lines 51-54); generating a first address in the first protocol corresponding to a second address 
in the second protocol which is provided to the second terminal in the second network 
(Luciani, col. 2, line 59 - col. 3, line 12); and retaining a correspondence between the first 
address and the second address as translation information (Luciani, col. 2, lines 32-37) for a 
protocol translation between the first protocol and the second protocol (Luciani, col. 5, lines 
12-26) and registering the correspondence between the first address and the second address 
in the translation server (Luciani, col. 6, lines 16-28); where, upon receiving at the additional 
translator a packet having the first address as a destination address from the first mobile 
terminal after a movement of the first terminal, further comprising the steps of: inquiring, at 
the additional translator, of the translation server about address information of the second 
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terminal; receiving, at the additional translator, the correspondence between the first address 
and the second address registered by the translator from the translation server (Luciani, col. 
7, lines 8-22); rewriting, at the additional translator, the destination address to the second 
address according to the correspondence; and transmitting, at the additional translator, the 
rewritten packet to the second terminal (Luciani, col. 3, lines 2-12). 
Luciani does not explicitly teach the use of a mobile terminal. 

However, Millet teaches detecting an address query for an address of a second terminal 
accommodated in the second network, from a first mobile terminal accommodated in the first 
network (Millet, col. 6, lines 22-32). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Luciani in view of Millet in order to enable the use of a mobile terminal. 
One would be motivated to do so in order to preserve the association of the visiting node's 
home address and the globally unique address during the session (Millet, col. 4, lines 5-7). 

8. With respect to claim 3, Luciani teaches the invention described in claim 1, including 
where a source address of the packet is rewritten to the address of the additional translator in 
the second protocol (Luciani, col. 3, lines 2-12). 

9. With respect to claim 6, Luciani teaches an address translation server connected to a first 
and a second network for transferring data in a first protocol, a third network for transferring 
data in a second protocol, and a first terminal which has moved from the first network to the 
second network, comprising: 
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A memory device (Luciani, col. 4, line 63 - col. 5, line 3) for storing a correspondence 
information among a name of a second terminal, an address of the second terminal (Luciani, 
Fig. 2, col. 5, lines 27-39) in the first protocol (Luciani, col. 5, lines 12-26), and an address of 
the second terminal (Luciani, Fig. 2, col. 5, lines 27-39) in the second protocol (Luciani, col. 
5, lines 12-26); and an interface for receiving the correspondence information from the first 
network and sending the correspondence information to the second network (Luciani, col. 6, 
lines 16-28), where the correspondence information is generated in the first network when 
the first terminal sends an address query for the address of the second terminal (Luciani, col. 
2, lines 51-54), and the interface sends the correspondence information to a translator 
connected to the second network and the third network upon receiving a query from the 
translator (Luciani, col. 7, lines 8-22). 

Luciani does not explicitly teach the use of a mobile terminal. 

However, Millet teaches detecting an address query for an address of a second terminal 
accommodated in the second network, from a first mobile terminal accommodated in the first 
network (Millet, col. 6, lines 22-32). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Luciani in view of Millet in order to enable the use of a mobile terminal. 
One would be motivated to do so in order to preserve the association of the visiting node's 
home address and the globally unique address during the session (Millet, col. 4, lines 5-7). 

10. Claims 9 and 10 do not teach or define any new limitations above claims 1 and 6 and 
therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 
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Response to Arguments 

11. Applicant's arguments filed 9 June 2006 have been fully considered, but they are not 
persuasive for the reasons set forth below. 

12. Applicant Argues: Applicant states "However, these disclosed elements are nothing but 
switches or routers, and they can communicate only within a single (one) domain. As 
described in col 6, lines 29-30, these routers must be located within one domain. In short, the 
two switches (or routers) cannot accommodate a mobile terminal which moves between 
domains as claimed in the present invention. Thus, Luciani discloses a system configuration 
which is entirely different from Applicants' system configuration comprising:... (3) another 
translator at a location after moving the mobile terminal." 

In Response: The examiner respectfully submits that in response to applicant's arguments 
against the references individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references 
individually where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 
642 F.2d413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 
USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). The examiner respectfully submits that Millet was introduced in 
the 103 rejection to demonstrate the use of a mobile terminal, as stated in the previous Office 
Action. Additionally, Luciani teaches in Fig. 1 that switches 130 and 140 are located between 
domains A and D, where "Routing domains A and B are stub, or leaf, domains that only 
handle traffic originating from or destined to hosts in the routing domain, where as routing 
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domains C and D route traffic originating from or destined to hosts in the same or other 
routing domains (see Luciani, col. 2, lines 39-44)." 



13. Applicant Argues: Applicant states "However, the address translator thus destined 
generates address information within itself. In addition, when generating the address 
information, the mobile terminal must acquire address information of the mobile terminal by 
itself. See Millet, col. 9, lines 11-20. Thus, Millet discloses a system configuration which is 
entirely different from Applicants' system comprising... another translator at a location after 
movement of the mobile terminal which acquires said translation information from said 
translation server." 

In Response: The examiner respectfully submits that in response to applicant's arguments 
against the references individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references 
individually where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 
642 F.2d413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 
USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). The examiner respectfully submits that Luciani was introduced 
in the 103 rejection to demonstrate acquiring translation information from the translation 
server. 

14. Applicant Argues: Applicant states "The Examiner merely makes a bald statement that 
'one would be motivated to [combine] in order to allow individuals to access the Internet 
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when they are traveling' - a statement that is not only superficially an improper rationale 
upon which to base a 103 combination, but one which also does not address any relevant 
technological point within either reference. Therefore, there is no technical significance to 
the combination of these two pieces of art, and it is not proper to combine Luciani and 
Millet." 

In Response: The examiner respectfully submits that the motivation of allowing 
individuals to access the Internet when they are traveling can be found in Millet, col. 1, lines 
48-51. However, additional motivations to combine the two references, such as preserving 
the association of the visiting node's home address and the globally unique address during 
the session, can also be found (Millet, col. 4, lines 5-7). 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the 
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Alicia Baturay whose telephone number is (571) 272-3981. The examiner 
can normally be reached at 7:30am - 5pm, Monday - Thursday, and every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Saleh 
Najjar can be reached on (571) 272-4006. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Alicia Baturay 
August 22, 2006 



//SALEH NAJJAR 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



